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the mark. It assures that what a Government does will,
overwhelmingly, have to be done in the light of day
and answered for in the light of day also. I do not say
that it gives an assurance that justice will be done;
it does give an assurance that there will be a careful
examination into the accusation of injustice. The
minister against whose department the accusation is
made knows that he is on trial. He is eager, if he
possibly can, to convince the House; he is even anxious,
if he can, to persuade his critic to accept his explana-
tion. There are many cases in which the private member,
with a serious grievance to protest, has been able to
secure a prompt movement to redress. In the Savidge
case, for example, the whole House, indifferently to
party composition, was on the s'de of the member who
moved the adjournment of the House; and the temper of
the assembly was such that the Home Secretary had to
concede the setting-up of a Royal Commission on Police
Powers and Procedure which led to a significant revision
of the powers assumed by police authorities.
Naturally enough, of course, the method has its limi
tations. Its power to alter the action of the Government
depends pretty precisely upon the degree to which it
embodies a party attitude. Few votes of censure are likely
to be carried. A Chancellor embarrassed by the legal
opinion he rendered as a private advocate will take refuge
in Conservative enthusiasm for any pew burden laid upon
the Co-operative movement. In a recent case where
industrial workers in Admiralty dockyards were dis-
missed without knowing their accusers or the charges
brought against them—a wholly un-English procedure—-
the minister concerned simply contented himself with
asking for trust from his patty and dismissing the un-
answered charges of unfairness by applying the party
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